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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -1 6 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 7-9 and 14, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by as being unpatentable over Hardjono, (US 6,842,449 B2, 
thereinafter Hardjono). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Hardjono discloses a signaling method for use in setting up 
internet protocol network calls, (abstract), wherein said internet protocol network 
comprises an application server, (location server with OCSP, col. 5, lines 9-11), for 
providing call feature processing, (step 815, fig. 8, col. 9, lines 40-55), said method 
comprising the steps of: 

receiving at an application server call information whereby said application server 
is inserted into a signaling path for said call, (step 810, fig. 8, col. 9, lines 40-48); 
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determining, at said application server, whether said application server is 
required in the signaling path to complete call setup for said call, ("OCSP may return a 
status verification message to indicate whether the certificate is valid or not valid." If the 
certificate is valid, the location server with OSCP will remove itself. If the certificate is 
not valid, the setup will return to step 840. fig. 8, col. 10, lines 23-43); and 

if said application server is not required in the signaling path to complete said call 
setup, said application server removing itself from the signaling path, ("OCSP may 
return a status verification message to indicate whether the certificate is valid or not 
valid." If the certificate is valid, the location server with OSCP will remove itself, fig. 8, 
col. 10, lines 23-43); 

5. Regarding claim 8, Hardjono discloses a signaling method for use in setting up 
internet protocol network calls, (abstract), wherein said internet protocol network 
comprises an application server, (location server with OCSP, col. 5, lines 9-11), for 
providing call feature processing, (step 815, fig. 8, col. 9, lines 40-55), said method 
comprising the steps of: 

receiving at an application server a request for call feature processing for a call 
whereby said request inserts said application server in a signaling path for call setup, 
(step 810, fig. 8, col. 9, lines 40-48); 

said application server providing said call feature processing, (step 815, fig. 8, 
col. 9, lines 40-55); and 
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said application server removing itself from said signaling path upon a 
determination that it is no longer required in said signaling path for call setup, ("OCSP 
may return a status verification message to indicate whether the certificate is valid or 
not valid." If the certificate is valid, the location server with OSCP will remove itself, fig. 
8, col. 10, lines 23-43); 

6. Regarding claim 14, Hardjono discloses a network node, (location server with 
OCSP, col. 5, lines 9-11), for providing call feature processing, (step 815, fig. 8, col. 9, 
lines 40-55), during setup of internet protocol network calls, (abstract), said network 
node comprising of: 

means for receiving call information, (step 810, fig. 8, col. 9, lines 40-48); 

means for determining whether said network node is required in a signaling path 
to complete call setup for said call, ("OCSP may return a status verification message to 
indicate whether the certificate is valid or not valid." If the certificate is valid, the location 
server with OSCP will remove itself. If the certificate is not valid, the setup will return to 
step 840. fig. 8, col. 10, lines 23-43); and 

means for said network node removing itself from the signaling path if is not 
required in the signaling path to complete said call setup, ("OCSP may return a status 
verification message to indicate whether the certificate is valid or not valid." If the 
certificate is valid, the location server with OSCP will remove itself, fig. 8, col. 10, lines 
23-43); 
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7. Regarding claim 4, Hardjono discloses said determining step determines that 
said application server is required in said signaling path to complete call setup, said 
method further comprising the steps of: 

said application server providing feature processing for said call, (step 815, fig. 8, 
col. 9, lines 40-55); and 

said application server thereafter determining that it is not required in said signal 
path to complete call setup and removing itself from the call signaling path, ("OCSP may 
return a status verification message to indicate whether the certificate is valid or not 
valid." If the certificate is valid, the location server with OSCP will remove itself, fig. 8, 
col. 10, lines 23-43); 

8. Regarding claims 7 and 9, Hardjono discloses said step of removing occurs prior 
to completion of call setup, (after the LS with OCSP remove itself, the system needs to 
go to step 850 and step 855 in order to complete the call setup, fig 8, col. 10, lines 9-22, 
col. 10, lines 29-32). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claims 2-3, 5-6 and 15-16, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over unpatentable over Hardjono as applied to claims 1, 4 and14, in 
view of O'connor et al., (US 7,313,131 B2, thereinafter O'connor). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 2 and 1 5, Hardjono discloses said step of said application 
server removing itself from the call signaling path further comprises the step of: 

transmitting an message to a call control element, (transmit a message from 
location sever with OCSP to SIP. Proxy server, step 825, step 830, step 865, fig. 8, col. 
9, lines 50-59, col. 10, lines 23-30). 

Hardjono doesn't explicitly disclose the message is SIP REDIRECT message. 

O'connor discloses the message is SIP REDIRECT message, (col. 5, lines 4-7). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Hardjono and the teachings of O'connor to create a system 
which can transmit the message more effective because SIP message contains 
additional information about the message. 

12. Regarding claims 3 and 1 6, Hardjono discloses said step of said application 
server removing itself from the call signaling path further comprises the step of: 

transmitting an message to a call control element, (transmit a message from 
location sever with OCSP to SIP. Proxy server, step 825, step 830, step 865, fig. 8, col. 
9, lines 50-59, col. 10, lines 23-30). 
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Hardjono doesn't explicitly disclose the message is SIP REFER message. 
O'connor discloses the message is SIP REFER message, (col. 2, lines 8-15) 
It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Hardjono and the teachings of O'connor to create a system 
which can transmit the message more effective because SIP message contains 
additional information about the message. 

13. Regarding claim 5, Hardjono discloses said step of said application server 
providing said feature processing further comprises the step of sending an INVITE 
message to a call control element, (step 825, step 830, fig. 8, col. 9, lines 50-59), in 
order to invoke service of another network server, ("called party", step 835, step 840, 
fig. 8, col. 9, lines 60-67, col. 10, lines 1-8), and 

said step of said application server removing itself from the call signaling path 
further comprises the steps of sending to said call control element 

a) an REFER message, (step 825, step 830, fig. 8, col. 9, lines 50-59), and 

b) an cancel message to cancel said INVITE message, (cancel the step 830 after 
sending the "certificate is valid" message, step 860, fig. 8). 

O'connor discloses the messages are SIP message, (col. 2, lines 8-15, col. 5, 
lines 4-7). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Hardjono and the teachings of O'connor to create a system 
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which can transmit the message more effective because SIP message contains 
additional information about the message. 

14. Regarding claim 6, Hardjono discloses another network server is a media server, 
("called party", fig. 8, abstract), and wherein said invoked service is collection of caller 
input, (step 855, fig. 8, col. 10, lines 10-20). 

15. Claims 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over unpatentable over Hardjono as applied to claim 8 in view of Valentine et al., 
(US 6,327,267 B1, thereinafter Valentine). 

16. Regarding claim 1 0, Hardjono doesn't disclose said step of providing said call 
feature processing further comprises the step of: determining a primary and alternate 
routing number for said call. 

Valentine discloses said step of providing said call feature processing further 
comprises the step of: 

determining a primary and alternate routing number for said call, (col. 5, lines 7- 

21); 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Hardjono with the teachings of Valentine to create a system 
which can determine different routing numbers before the call is set up. 
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1 7. Regarding claim 1 1 , Hardjono discloses said step of removing occurs 
immediately subsequent to said determining step, ("OCSP may return a status 
verification message to indicate whether the certificate is valid or not valid." If the 
certificate is valid, the location server with OSCP will remove itself, fig. 8, col. 10, lines 
23-43); 

18. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over unpatentable over Hardjono as applied to claim 8 in view of Valentine and 
further in view of Fenton et al., (US 7,245,912 B1, thereinafter Fenton). 

19. Regarding claim 12, Hardjono doesn't disclose said step of providing said call 
feature processing further comprises the steps of: determining a primary routing number 
for said call; sending said primary routing number to a network element; receiving an 
indication for an alternate routing number; and determining said alternate routing 
number. 

Valentine discloses said step of providing said call feature processing further 
comprises the steps of: 

determining a primary routing number for said call, (col. 5, lines 10-18); 

receiving an indication, ("if the primary numbers is busy", col. 5, lines 17), for an 
alternate routing number, (col. 5, lines 17-21); and 

determining said alternate routing number, (col. 5, lines 17-21); 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Hardjono with the teachings of Valentine to create a system 
which can determine different routing numbers before the call is set up. 

Hardjono and Valentine do not disclose sending said primary routing number to a 
network element. 

Fenton discloses sending said primary routing number to a network element, (fig. 
5, col. 5, lines 55-62); 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Hardjono and Valentine with the teachings of Fenton because 
the network element, (network exchange, col. 5, lines 61), can process the routing 
number of the call from the application server. 

20. Regarding claim 13, Hardjono discloses said step of removing occurs 
immediately subsequent to said determining said alternate routing number, ("OCSP 
may return a status verification message to indicate whether the certificate is valid or 
not valid." If the certificate is valid, the location server with OSCP will remove itself, fig. 
8, col. 10, lines 23-43); 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yl CHEN whose telephone number is (571)270-3805. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM to 5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nabil Elhady can be reached on 571-272-3963. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Yi Chen 
2/29/2008 

/Nabil El-Hady, Ph.D, M.B.A./ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4152 



